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DETAILED ACTION 
PREVIOUS "OFFICE ACTION" SENT IN ERROR 

The previous paper from PTO was sent in error. The previous paper was 
not an Office Action regarding this case. Therefore, a new paper (the Office 
Action regarding this case - and actually meant to have been sent instead of the 
previous paper) is hereby sent. Obviously, this is the Office Action that was 
written before 6/30/2004 and is the Office Action that was intended to be mailed 
along with other papers on 6/30/2004. 

CLAIMS PRESENTED 

Claims 1-50 are presented. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Conti et al. (GB 2,253,500, cited by Applicant, hereinafter also referred as 

"Conti"). 
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Regarding claim 1 , Conti teaches "A computer implemented method for 
automated processing of applications by a business applications server 
comprising the acts of receiving a ... from a first server (page 10, line 5 to page 
17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. encoded applications command routines); 

translating a content of the ... into a format for processing by 
the business applications server (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by 
Applicant, i.e. encoded applications command routines); 

using a set of metadata to define properties and behavior of the translated 
content of the ... (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. 
metatables); and 

processing the translated content of the ... using a code path 
defined by a persistence framework (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited 
by Applicant, i.e. linked in the odb process)." 

These passages of Conti are not explicit regarding "communication." 

It was well known in the art to have such types of "communication" for the 
motivation of easier exchange of information. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to have "communication" for the motivation 
noted in the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 2,3,4,5, these claims refer to such API's that are based 
on Saba format. Because of partnerships with database, Internet, Java, XML, 
and other technology providers that create the core technology upon which Saba 
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products are all built, such API's are well known in the art for the motivation of 
compatibility. 

Regarding claims 6-16, these claims refer to the various technologies 
upon which Saba products are all built. These technologies are well known in 
the art for the motivation of compatibility. 

Regarding claim 17, Conti teaches "An apparatus for implementing a 
business application comprising: 

a business application server adapted to receive an electronic ... from a 
first server (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. 
encoded applications command routines); 

a translator coupled to the business application server to convert a content 
of the ... into a format for processing by the business applications server (page 
10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. encoded applications 
command routines); 

a first processor mechanism in the business applications server to use a 
set of metadata to define properties and behavior of the converted content of the 
... (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. metatables); 
and 

a second processor mechanism in the business applications server to 
process the converted content of the ... using a code path 
defined by a persistence framework (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited 
by Applicant, i.e. linked in the odb process). 

These passages of Conti are not explicit regarding "communication." 



Application/Control Number: 09/759,497 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2134 

It was well known in the art to have such types of "communication" for the 
motivation of easier exchange of information. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to have "communication" for the motivation 
noted in the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 18-32, these claims are analogs to claims 2-16. For the 
reasons noted in the rejections of claims 2-16, these claims are not patentable. 

Regarding claim 33, Conti teaches ". A computer program product stored 
on a computed readable medium, comprising; 

a first computer readable program mechanism for receiving a ... from a 
first server (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. 
encoded applications command routines); 

a second computer readable program mechanism for translating a content 
of the ... into a format for processing by a business applications server (page 10, 
line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. encoded applications 
command routines); 

a third computer readable code mechanism for using a set of metadata to 
30 define properties and behavior of the translated content of the ... (page 10, 
line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. metatables); and 

a fourth computer readable code mechanism for processing the translated 
content of the ... using a code path defined by a persistence framework (page 
10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. linked in the odb 
process)." 
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These passages of Conti are not explicit regarding "communication." 

It was well known in the art to have such types of "communication" for the 
motivation of easier exchange of information. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to have "communication" for the motivation 
noted in the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 34-48, these claims are analogs to claims 2-16. For the 
reasons noted in the rejections of claims 2-16, these claims are not patentable. 

Regarding claim 49, Conti teaches "A computer implemented method for 
automated processing of applications by a business applications server 
comprising the acts of: 

receiving a ... from a first server (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as 
cited by Applicant, i.e. encoded applications command routines); 

translating a content of the ... into a format for processing by the business 
applications server (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. 
encoded applications command routines); 

using a set of metadata to define properties and behavior of the translated 
content of the ... (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by Applicant, i.e. 
metatabies); and 

processing the translated, content of the ... using a code path 
defined by a persistence framework, wherein persistence code is itself part 
15 of the set of metadata (page 10, line 5 to page 17, line 22, as cited by 
Applicant, i.e. linked in the odb process)." 
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These passages of Conti are not explicit regarding "communication." 

It was well known in the art to have such types of "communication" for the 
motivation of easier exchange of information. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to have "communication" for the motivation 
noted in the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 50, this claim is an analog to claim 16. For the reasons 
noted in the rejection of claim 16, these claims is not patentable. 



Conclusion 

The art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The art disclosed general background. 

Points of Contact 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should 
preferably accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled 
"Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
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Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 746-7239, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(703) 746-5606 (for informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" 
or "DRAFP') 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Jung whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3836 or Greg Morse whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3838. 



David Jung 
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Patent Examiner 
2005-02-04 , 




